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2, The Coulsslon have also reconnended that:- 

(1) as the cost of production of superphosphate is not 
likely to have changed to any appreciable extent, 
the fair prices recoanended for the period January- 
June 1952 should be made applicable for the period 
1st July to 15th August 1952 also; 

(11) a recovery of Rs. 4.7 per ton should be made from 
O.C.U. Chemical Works, Delhi, for deliveries made 
by them to the 'Phosphatlc Pool' during 1961 in view 
of the concession enjoyed by them since 15th August 
1950 on the transportation charges on rockphosphate 
from Bombay to Delhi; and 

(111) that the prices given in paragraph 1 above should 
be subject to rebate to State Governments equal to 
the difference between the freight from the nearest 
factory to the consuming centre and from the supplying 
factory to the consuming centre, as agreed to by 
the manufacturers at their conference with the 
Government of India (Ministry of Food and Agri¬ 
culture), held on the 5th/6th May 1952. 

3. The Government of India accept the recommendations 
of the Commission and steps are being taken to implement 
them. The attention of the industry Is invited to the 
recommendations made in paragraph 2^(11) and (111) above. 

L. K. JHA, 

Jt, Secrtftcrr/ 



GOVERNMEOT OF INDIA 

\ 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 

resolution 

(Tariffs) 

Ne* Delhi, the 22nd December, 19S2, 

Ho.3-T(l)/52.- The prices payable to producers of 
superphosphate under the Central Phosphate Pool were last 
revised by the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Commerce and Industry by their Resolution No.3-T(l)/51, 
dated the 12th January 1952. The revised prices were fixed 
fbr the period July-Oecember 1951. The Tariff Commission 
who were asked to go into the question of fair ex-works 
prices of Indigenous superphosphate for the year 1952 have 
submitted their recommendations. As the Central Phosphate 
Pool was terminated with effect from the 15th August 1952, 
the recommendations of the Commission relate to the period 
1st January 1952 to 15th August 1952 only. The Commission 
have recommended that the fair prices of superphosphate for 
the period January-June 1952 should be as follows;- 


Name of the Plrm 

Fair Price per ton 
for the period 
January-June. 1952 

1. Anil Starch Products Ltd., 



Ahmedabad. 

• • • • 

234 

2. O.C.M. Chefflic8Ll Works, Delhi. . . . 

• • • • 

251 

3. Dharamsi Morarjl Chemical Go. Ltd.’, 

Bombay. 

222 

4. Eastern Chemical Co. (India), Bombay. 

• • • 

213 

5. Fertilizers and Chanlcals (Travancore) Ltd.. 


Always. 


215 

5. Hyderabad Chemicals and Fertilizers 

Ltd., 


Belampalll.. . . . , 

•.» e • • 

241 

7. Mysore Chemicals and Fertilizers Ltd 



Mysore.. 

• • e e 

227 

8. Parry & Co. Ltd.-, Madras. 

• • • e 

235 

9. Phosphate Co. Ltd., Calcutta. . . . 

• • • • 

238 

10. Premier Chemical Industries, Mysore. 


223 

11. Sonawala Industries, Bombay. ... 

• e e « 

213 

12. Western Chemical Industries, Bombay. 

• • • 

223 











REPORT ON THE FAIR PRICES Of SUPERPHOSPHATE FOR THE 
PERIOD FROM 1ST JANUARY TO I5TH AUGUST, 1952 


1. The prices payable to producers of superphosphate 
under the Central Phosphate Pool were last revised by the 
Reference Government of India In the Ministry of Commerce 
comml'selon. and Industry by their Resolution No. 3-T(l)/5l 

dated 12th January, 1952. The revised prices were 
fixed for the period, July - December, 1951. The Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of Commerce and Industry, by 
their letter No. 3-T (l)/52 dated21st January, 1952, request¬ 
ed tne Commission to recommend the prices to be paid to 
producers for the year 1952 (Appendix 1;. The Commission 
accordingly undertook the present Inquiry^ 

2. The Government of India have now terminated the Pool 

arrangements with regard to superphosphate with effect from 
Scopa of 1'’*^ August, 1952, and it Is, therefore, necessary 
qufry"’ prices of superphosphate for the period from 

1st January to 15th August, 1952 only. When this 
decision was taken, however, the Commission had already 
collected data regarding the stocks and prices of sulphur 
and rock phosphate, the two principal materials required foi 
the production of superphosphate, with a view to determining 
the cost of production of superphosphate during the first 
half of 1952. Since this falls short of the period now to 
be covered by one and a half montns only, we propose to 
give our findings in the first Instance for the first half 
of 1952 and then make recommendations with regard to the 
rest of the period. 

3. For the purpose of this inquiry, the meuiufacturers 
were requested to declare their stocks of sulphur and rock 
Method of phosphate as on 31st December, 1951, their piir- 
inqulry. ciiasesof these materials In January-June, 1952, 

tne prices paid by them and their production of sulphuric 
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acid and superphosphate during the same period. Information 
regarding the c.l.f. prices of sulphur and rock phosphate 
was obtained from firms which had Imported these materials. 
Information was obtained from the importers of rock phos¬ 
phate about their sales to different manufacturers. Data 
regarding the allotments of sulphur for the third and fourth 
quarters of 1951 for the production of superphosphate and for 
other uses were obtained from the Development Wing of the 
Ulnlstry of Commerce and Industry, Government of India. 

• 4 . The following statement shows the production of 
sulphuric acid and superphosphate since 1949. The figures 
Production of for Individual units for January - June 1952, and 


and suparphos-* 1 St July - 

15th August, 1952 are 

given in 

phate • 

statement in Appendix II* 


HroAictlon of 


Sulphuric 

Superphos¬ 


acid 

phate 


(Tons) 

(Tons) 

1949* 

48,021 

50,641 

1950 

63,300 

52,405 

1951 

52,661 

60,574 

1952 (January-June) 

20,143 

25,925 

1952 (1st Julyr-15th 
August ) 

5,112 

6,714 


* February to December 1949. 


5. (a) In Its Report on the revision of fair prices 

of superphosphate for Jlily - December, 1951, the Board had 

calculated the average cost of sulphur for 

Change In the each unit during 1951 by taking Into account 
coat of produc- 

tion of aupor- the stocks of sulphur held by the unit on 

? hofphate due 

o the change 31stDecember, 1950 and the entire purchases 
In the coat of ’ 

aulphur. made, or expected to be metde, by It during 

1951. This procedure was adopted, because 
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some of the units had to Import sulphur from Italy early in 
1951 at prices much higher than those at which American 
sulphur was available later in the year and it was neces¬ 
sary to moderate the effect of the high cost Imports from 
Italy on the prices of superphosphate. Most of the Italian 
sulphur Imported during 1951 has now been used up and 
American sulphur only is now being used for the manu¬ 
facture of superphosphate. Hence, for the purpose of 
determining the average cost of sulphur for each unit during 
the first h£ilf of 1952, we have followed the normal "first 
in, first out"' principle and have taken the cost of the open¬ 
ing stocks of sulphur held by the unit together with that of 
such additional quantities of sulphur as were required by it 
on the basis of its production of acid during the period 
January - June, 1952. The quantity of sulphur required for 
the manufacture of sulphuric acid is taken at 0.353 ton per 
ton of acid. 

(b) The stocks of sulphur held by each unit on 31st 
December, 1951 have been valued at the weighted average 
cost of the stocks on 31st December, 1950 and the purchases 
made during 1951. In the cause of most of the units, the 
allotments of sulphur made to them for the third and fourth 
quarters of 1951 were actually available for use in the first 
half of 1952. The c.l.f. price of sulphur allotted for the 
third quarter was Rs. 274.554 per ton and that for the 
fourth quarter was Rs. 289.199 per ton. Both these figures 
include (i) stevedoring charges, (ii) Rs. 8-10-0 per ton 
paid to the Sulphur Users' Association and (iil) bank charges 
incurred by the importers (Appendix III). 

(c) The average cost of sulphur during January-June, 
1952, calculated on the basis explained above, the change 
as compared with the average cost of sulphur during 1951 
and the consequent change in the cost of production of super¬ 
phosphate, for each of the manufacturers of superphosphate, 
are shown in the following statement. 
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fi (a) At the last inquiry, the average costs of Kossier 
and Makatea rock phosphates for each unit during 1951 were 
worked out by averaging the cost of opening 
of*p?odoctfolf of** stocks with that of the total quantities of 
to‘*thS''2hSnSi*i^“* ®®^ch variety purchased, or expected to be 
pho«^te.°* purchased, during that year. Ih the present 

Inquiry, however, the average cost of each 
variety of rock phosphate for each unit during 
the first half of 1952 has been calculated by 
taking the cost of the opening stocks held by the unit 
together with that of such additional quantities as were 
needed by it to produce superphosphate during January—June 
1952. As In the case of sulphur, it has been assuwed that 
each unit will utilise Its successive purchases of rock 
phosphate In the order In which they were made. 

(b) Details of the various consignments of Kossier and 
Makatea phosphates received since October, 1951 Including 
their c.l. f. prices are given In Appendix IV. 

(c) It has been assumed that Makatea and Kossier phos¬ 
phates will be used In the manufacture of superphosphate In 
the ratio 1:3. The sane ratio was adopted at both the Inquir¬ 
ies relating to the prices of superphosphate for 1951. The 
evidence received by us, however, shows that these two 
varieties of rock phosphate are actually used In varying 
ratios by different manufacturers. We have, however, adhered 
to the ratio of 1 Makatea to 3 Kossier, because we are advised 
that euiy cheuige in the ratio should, in a reasonably efficient 
unit, be accompanied by compensatory changes in the total 
quantity of rock phosphate and the quantity of sulphuric acid 
consumed per ton of superphosphate (a relatively greater use 
of Makatea phosphate which, though priced higher, Is richer 
in Its plxisphatlc content, being accompanied by a reckictlon 
in the total consumption of rock phosphate and also In the 
consumption of acid), and that the overall Incidence of the 
change on the cost of production of superphosphate should 
consequently be small. From the data received by us, It 
appears that a few of the manufacturers are probably using a 
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relatively higner proportion of Makatea phospnate witnout 
reducing their total consumption of rock phosphate. We have, 
however, taken no account of such variations from the stand¬ 
ard ratio which was adopted by the Tariff Board at the 1950 
inquiry in consultation with the manufacturers themselves. 

(d) The average costs of Makatea and Kossier phosphates 
and of the combination of these two varieties in the ratio of 
1 : 3 for January-June, 1952, the cliange as compared with the 
average cost of the same combination during 1951 and the 
consequent incidence on the cost of production of super¬ 
phosphate, for each of the manufacturers of superphosphate, 
are given In the Statement No. II on page 7. 

7. We understand from the D.C.M. Chemical Works that tliey 

have been granted a special rate of Rs. 30-8-0 per ton for 
Railway fraijht transport of rock phosphate from Bombay to Delhi 
phate'. since 15th August, 1950, as against the rate 

of Rs. 38-5-0 per ton adopted by the Board at 
the 1950 inquiry. This information was not available to the 
Tariff Board when they fixed the prices for this firm at the 
1950 and the 1951 inquiries. The reduction in the cost of 
production of superphosphate on account of this concession 
works out to Rs. 4.7 per ton of superphosphate. This has 
been taken into account in working out the cost of produc¬ 
tion for January-June, 1952. As regards the earlier period 
since the rock phosphate transported at the concessional 
rate is likely to have been used mostly in 1951, a reflind of 
Rs. 4.7 per ton of superphosphate is due from the firm for 
deliveries made by it during that year. 

8. Prices of gunny bags have fallen considerably since 
February, 1952. In calculating the average packing cost of 
?he"co»t" superphosphate during the first half of 1952, how- 
of packing, ever, allowance has to be made for the probable 
stocks of gunny bags carried over from last year. We have 
accordingly calculated the average cost of gunny bags on the 
basis of the actual prices quoted in the Calcutta market at 
or about the end of each week during the six months from 
December, 1951 to May, 1952. The average cost of new gunny 
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bags calculated on this basis comes to Ks. 192 per 100 bags 
(Appendix V). The transport charges from Calcutta to manu¬ 
facturing centres are estimated on an average at Rs. 5 per 
100 bags. On the basis of the data furnished by one of the 
manufacturers, ^the average cost of second-hand gunny bags 
during the same period has been estimated at Rs. 131 per 
100 bags. Thus, the packing cost per ton of superphosphate 
during January-June, 1952 comes to : 


Rs. 

10 new bags at Bs. 197 per 100 * 19.7 

10 second-hand bags at Rs. 131 

per 100 bags ... = 13.1 

Packing charges. ... a 2 


The packing cost estimated by the Board at the last inquiry 
was Rs. 43.3 per ton of superphosphate. The reduction in the 
cost of production of superphosphate on this account, there¬ 
fore, comes to Rs. 8.5 per ton. 


9. The total change in the cost of production of super¬ 
phosphate in January-June, 1952 in the case of each of the 

... . , superphosphate manufacturers due 

Chanoa* In the eoet of pro- ^ j 

duction of euperphoephete to the various factors mentioned 

duo to chanoei In the coot . ^ _ .Tr. 

of sulphur, rock phosphate, above is shown in Statement III 
packing and railway freight. ^ 


10. (a) As already stated In the Tariff Board report 
dated 16th October, 1951, three of the superpho^hate 


FI mi whi ch do 
not produce 
sulphuric acid. 


manufacturers, viz.', the National Fertilisers 
Ltd., the Phosphate Co. Ltd., and the Premier 
Chemical Industries, do not have acid plants 


of their own. Of these, the National Fertilisers are no 


longer in production. The Premier Chemical Industries were 
given a special price of Rs. 261 per ton for the period July 
to December, 1951. This price Included an allowance of 
Rs. 34.8 per ton. In consideration of the fact that the firm 
hart to purchase its acid requirements from other producers. 
The concession was recommended by the Board for the period up 
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STATEMENT NO. III,. 


tt. cAan,. In tA. « production oi .up.rpA o op A o t . 

during January to Juno 19S2 a. co.pored with 19S1, 


31. No. 

Nane or the firm 

Change in the cost of produc¬ 
tion Of superphosphate due to 
change in the cost of 

Change in the 
cost of produc¬ 
tion of super- 

Total 



j Sulphur 

- 1 

Rock 1 

Ounny ba^s 

• phosphate due to 
change In railway 
freight on rock 
phosphate 



— 

Rs. 


Rs. 

RS. 

Rs. 

1. 

Anil Starch Proclucts 






2. 

Ltd., Ahnedahad . 

D. C.M1 Chenlcal 

1.66 

2.32 

-8.60 


-4.33 

Works, Delhi. 

3. Dharamsl Morarjl 

- 6.01 

10.77 

-8.60 

-A.TD 

-7.44 


Chenlcal Co. 



Ltd., Bonbay. 

2.62 

6.29 

-8.50 

-0.69 

4. 

Eastern Chenlcal 

Co. Ltd. 1 Bombay 

6.43 

3.00 

-8.60 


6. 

Fertilisers 4 
Chemicals (Tra- 
vancore) Ltd., 
Always. 

0.64 

1.20 

-8.60 

-6.76 

6. 

Hyderabad Chemi¬ 
cals 4 Fertilisers 
Ltd.. Belanpalll. . 

0.38 

10.73 

-8.60 

2. 61 

7. 

Hyeore Chenloale , 
Fertllfeera Ltd., 
Myeore. 

6.38 

9.66 

-8.60 

7.47 

8 . 

Parry 4 Co. Ltd,, 
Madras. 

-0.06 

13.18 

-6.60 

4.«2 

9. 

Phosphate Oo. Ltd,, 
Calcutta. 

4.47 

6.92 

-8.60 

1.89 

10, 

Premier Chemical 
Industries, Mysore. 

4.36 

1.37 

-8.60 

-2.76 

11. 

Sonawala Industries 
Ltd., Bombay. 

6.26 

- 

-8.60 

-3.24 

12. 

western Chemical 
Industries, Bombay. 

2. 70 

3.ff 

-0.60 

-2.68 


• 2.66 
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to 31st December, 1951 only. The firm has so far taken no 
steps to put up a sulphuric acid plant and does not Intend 
to do so until the supply position of sulphur improves. We, 
therefore, recommend that no concession need be granted to 
this firm on account of its being a non-producer of acid for 
the period under review. 

(b) At the Inquiry held In October, 1951, the Phosphate 
Co. Ltd.", Calcutta, had stated that they expected to be able 
to start the production of acid by 3lst December, 1951 and 
that they would not ask for any further extension of the 
concession granted to them by way of a special increase in 
tile price of superphosphate. The Increase granted was 
Rs. 33.6 per ton for July-December, 1951. They have now 
stated that although the construction of the building for the 
sulphuric acid plant Is complete and consignments of parts of 
the plant have started coming in, the entire plant will be 
erected only In October 1952- The delay has been due to the 
failure of the suppliers in the U-K. to effect deliveries at 
the dates previously agreed. We have examined the documentary 
evidence furnished by the flm and are satisfied that the 
delay in erection of the plant was due to reasons beyond the 
control of the firm. 

We, therefore, consider that the Phosphate Co. should 
be granted over and above the increase in cost of sulphur 
allotted to them, the difference between tiie conversion costs 
allowed by the Boar<l to other producers at the 1950 inquiry, 
and the actual charges paid by tills firm to the acid suppliers. 
The firm Is also incurring certeiln additional transport 
charges on rock phosphate. We have examined the position and 
consider that these extra cliarges should be allowed. 

The increase on account of these factors works out to 
Rs. 15 per ton (vide Appendix VI) and the price payable to 
the firm for January—June 1952 will, therefore, be Rs. 223 
(Statement IV) plus Rs. 15 i. e., Rs. 2.38 per ton of super¬ 
phosphate. 



n 


Pebate in 
frei Qht 

chargea agreed 
to by the in¬ 
dustry . 


11. Oh the basis of our findings in the preceding 
paragraphs, we recommend that the superphosphate manufacr 

. turers listed in the Statement IV on page 12 

Fair prices 

of superphos- should be paid the prl.ces mentioned against 
pnat6 for ^ 

January-June, them for the period January-Jime. 1952. 

1952. 

12. The fair prices of superphosphate have been arrived 
at by taking into account the actual cost of raw materials 

for individual units and the conversion cost as 
estimated by the Tariff Board for a representa¬ 
tive unit. It is possible, therefore, that 
certain units may be able to offer reductions in 
the prices fixed for them in order to encourage 
their sales. We understand that at a conference 
of superphosphate manufacturers with the Government of India 
held on 5th May, 1952, the manufacturers have agreed to give 
rebates to State Governments to the extent of the difference 
between the frei^t from the nearest factory to the consuming 
centre and that from the supplying factory. The prices 
recommended by us in para. 11 above should, therefore, be 
subject to the rebates which the manufacturers have agreed to 
give under this arrangement. 

19. A.S stated earlier, the Government of India have 
discontinued the Central Phosphate Pool with effect from 
15th August, 1952. As the cost of produc¬ 
tion of superphosphate is not likely to have 
changed to any eippreciable extent as compared 
with January—June, 1952, we recommend that 
the fair prices of superphosphate recommended 
above for that period should be made eipplicable to the period 
from 1st July to 15th August, 1952 also. 


Fai r pri ces of 
superphosphate 
for the period 
1st July to 
iSth August, 
1952. 
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STATEMENT NO. IV 


Price of Superphosphate recommended for January to June 19S2- 



(а) Basic price for 1951, Rs. 255 minus allowance for high cost of 
purchased acid Rs. 34 - Rs. 221. 

(б) Basic price for 1951, Rs. 261 minus allowance for high cost of 
purchased acid Rs. 35 - Rs. 226. 

(c) Statement III and paragraph ID. 
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14. We wish to thank Shrl S.T. Raja, Deputy Secretary, 
Government of India, Ministry of Food arid Agriculture, for 
Acknowledg- giving US the benefit of his views on certain 
aspects of this inquiry. Our thanks are also 
due to Shrl S.S. Mehta, our Technical Adviser and Shri R. 
Sundaram, Cost Accounts Officer attached to the Commission 
for their assistance in carrying out this inquiry. 

B.V. NARAYANASWAMY, 

M enter, 

B.N. ADARKAR, 

Venter. 


D.K. MALHOTRA, 
Secretory. 

Bo m tay, 

17.3. 52. 
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APPENDIX I 
(Vide Paragrapli l) 

No. 3-T(l)/52. 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 

New Delhi, the 2ist January, i932' 


From 

W.A. Rose, Esquire, 

Under Secretary to the Govt, of India. 

To 

The Secretary, 

Indian Tariff Board, 

Contractor Building, 

Nlcol Road, Bailard Estate, 

Bombay. 

Sutu- Fixation of fair prices of superphosphate 
for the year 1952. 


Sir,' 


I am directed to refer to this Ministry's Resolutions 
No. 3-T(1)/51 dated the 27th March 1951 and the 12th January 
1952 respectively in which the Government of India accepted 
the prices to be paid for superphosphate for the year 1951 
as recommended by the Board. The present indications are 
that the Central Phosphate Pool in which the entire produc¬ 
tion of single superphosphate of the member factories is 
purchased by the Ministry of Food and Agriculture for distri¬ 
bution to the cultivators through the State Governments will 
continue right through the year 1952. It is, therefore, 
requested that the Tariff Board may kindly go into the 
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question of fai r ex-works prices of indigenous superphosphate 
for the year 1952 and submit their Report to Government by 
the end of February 1952 as far as possible. 

2. I am to add that, if required, a representative of 
the Ministry of Food and Agriculture will be glad to assist 
the Tariff Board in this enquiry on any date that may be 
suggested by the Board. 

Yours faithflilly, 

Sd.-/w. A. Rose 

UNDER SECRETARY TO IRE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA. 
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APPENfflX II 
(Vide paragraph 4) 


Statement showing the production of sulphuric acid and 
sup erpho sphat e during January to June and 1st July 
to ISth August. 1952. 



Name of the firm 

r --- 1 

Production of 

I acid j 

Production of 
Superphosphate 



J anuary- 

June 

1 st July- 
15th AUg. 

January- 

June 

1st July- 
15 th Aug. 



Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

Tons 

u 

4nll Starch Products Ltd. 

943 

374 

1,886 

280 

2. 

D. C.H. ChaDlcal Uorlcs 

2,440 

587 

2,886 

84 

3. 

Dharanal Morarjl Chemical 
Co. Ltd. 

4,783 

910 

6,547 

864 

4. 

Eastern Chemical Co. Ltd. 

1,453 

353 

759 

268 

5. 

Fertilisers * Chanloals 
(Travancore) Ltd. 

4, 792 

866 

3,813 

2,091 

6. 

Hyderabad Chemicals 4 
Fertilisers Ltd. 

1,086 

291 

2,710 

776 

7. 

Mysore chemicals * 



730 

165 ■ 


Fertilisers Ltd. 

1,629 

689 

B. 

Parry t Co. Ltd. 

2,211 

851 

3, 259 

1, 366 

9. 

Phosphate Co. Ltd. 

- 

- 

1, 576 

157 

10. 

Premier Chemical 
Industries. 

- 


837 

390 

11. 

Sonawala Industries Ltd. 

673 

201 

403 

83 

12. 

Western Chemical 

Industries 

153 

- 

621 

200 


Total 

20, 143 

6,112 

25,825 

6,714 


STATHIEin' SHOWNG IHE C.I.f. PRICF OF SUIPHUR IMPORTED AGAINST TOE AliOTMEJITS TO MANUFACITmERS FOB THE 

3RD AND ITH QUARTER OF 19^1 
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Wel^ted average for twtii Importers for 4th garter 289.199. 
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APPENDIX V , 
(Vide paragraph 8) 


A. Statenent shoring wholesale prices of ‘S’ Twills at 
Calcutta from Deceaber to May, 1952,, 


Month 

Date 


Average 

Per 

100 

bags 




Rs. 

Rs. 

AS 

. Ps. 

December '61 . 

1-12- '61 


266 

0 

0 


8-12- 

'61 


269 

0 

0 


16-12- 

'61 


264 

0 

0 


22- 12- 

■'61 


262 

0 

0 


29-12- 

'61 

259 

263 

0 

0 

January <52 

5-1- 

'62 


264 

0 

0 


12-1- 

'62 


250 

0 

0 


19-1- 

'52 


244 

0 

0 


26-1- 

'62 

247 

240 

0 

0 

February >52 

2-2- 

'52 


236 

0 

0 


9-2- 

'62 


206 

0 

0 


16-2- 

■62 


206 

0 

0 


23-2- 

'62 

208 

186 

0 

0 

March '62 

1-3- 

'62 


180 

0 

0 


8-3- 

'62 


163 

0 

0 


15-3- 

■62 


135 

0 

0 


22-3- 

'62 


168 

0 

0 


29-3- 

'62 

169 

166 

0 

0 

April '62 

6-4- 

'62 


162 

0 

0 


12-4- 

'62 


147 

0 

0 


19-4- 

'62 


166 

0 

0 


26-4- 

'62 

160 

146 

0 

0 

May '52 

3-6- 

'62 


141 

0 

0 


10-6- 

'62 


139 

0 

0 


17-6- 

'62 


133 

0 

0 


24-6- 

'62 


126 

0 

0 


31-6- 

'62 

130 

113 

8 

0 


Source: 'Index numbers of wtioles&le prices In India* issued by 
the Economic Adviser to the Oovernment of India. 
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APPENDIX V -(Pontinued) 
IVi de paragraph 8]] 


B. 

Stotenent showing change 

in the cost of 

packing of 


superpho sphate during 

January-June, 

19S2. 



Per 100 
bags 

Per 10 
bags 



Rs. 

Rs. 

1. 

Average price oX new gunny 




bags during December 1961 
to May 1952 * 

192 


z. 

Allowance for transportation etc. 5 



Total cost of new gunnies 

197 

19.70 

3. 

Estimated cost of second-hand 
gunny bags 

131 e 

13.10 

4. 

PacKlng charges 


2.00 


Total cost per ton of superphosphate 

34.80 


price allowed for 1951 


43.30 


Difference 

... 

-8.50 


♦ The cost of new gunny hags has been calculated on the 
average of the market prices of "B" Twills at Calcutta 



Rs. 



December 1951 

259 



January 1952 

247 



February 1952 

208 



March 1952 

159 



April 1952 

150 



May 1952 

130 



Total 

1153 



Average 

192 



@ The cost or second-hand gunny bags has been cclculated on 
the basis or the average of the following purchase rates: 
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APPENDIX V — (Continued) 


December 1961 
January 1962 
February 1952 
March 1962 
April 1952 
May 1952 

Total 


Rs. 

163 

150 

163 

116 

115 

100 (estimated) 
786 


Average 131 



22 


APPENDIX VI 
(n<fa paragraph 10} 

Statmamat tbowlag ineraasa In thm coat of production 
of tuporpbotpbato olioaad to tbo fbotpbato Co. Ltd., 


Ra. 

Qwraraioii ebargoM 

(a) Ccnraralon chargaa paid by tba 

nia to acid auppllara 

(Hlntotban flaavy cnaalcala Ltd.) 76 

(b) Tranaport ebargaa fna tba acid plant 

to Pboapbata Co. Ltd. 16 

(c) Shortaga In tranalt, dapTaclatlon on 

oontalnara,etc. 

(d) Total par ton of acid iOO 

(a) Conraralan ebargaa provldad by tba 

Board In tba 1S60 Indulry 7g.4B 

(f) extra ebargaa Incurrad by tba ftm £7.68 


(g) Incraaaa of (f) on tba coat par ton 
ot auparphoqihate (f) x 0.88 

Tron^ort of tulphur 

(a) Tranaport ebargaa on aulpbur 

Iron Docka to tba aeld plant par 

ton of aulpbur 18 

(b) Incldenea of (a) on tba coat par 

ton of auparpboaphata (a) x 0.184 

Traioport of rod pfio^bota 

(a) Tranaport ebargaa par ton of rock 

pboapbata clalnad by tba flm 18 

(n) Tranaport ebargaa allowed by tba 
Board In Ita 1860 Inquiry 

rralgbt Ba. 7.60 

Incidental ebargaa <3.00 10.60 

(e) extra tranaport ebargaa Incurrad by 

tba flm 4.60 

(d) Incldanea of (e) on tba coat par 
ton of auparpboaphata (e) x o.sos. 


per ton 
Calcutta. 


Bs. 


10.48 


£.01 


£.71 


Total of I.II and III 



LIST OF REPORTS OF THE INDIAN TARIFF BOARD 


I, TARIFF INQUIRIES 
(A) NEV CASES 


1. Sodium tlilosulphate, sodium sulplilte (anhydrous) 

and sodium bisulphite (1946)» 

2. Bichromates (1946). 

3. Phosphates and phosphoric acid (1946). 

4. Butter colour and aerated water powder colour 

(1946). 

5. Calcium chloride (1946)« 

6. Coated abrasives (other than griruiing wheels) 

(1946). 

7. Hurricane lanterns (1946). 

8. Cocoa powder and chiocolate (1946). 

9. Wood screws (1946). 

10. Bicycles (1946). 

11. Caustic soda and bleaching powder (1946). 

12. Antimony (1946). 

13. Sewing machines (1946). 

14. Aluminium (1946). 

15. Steel baling hoops (1946). 

16. Preserved fruits (1946). 

17. Non-ferrous metals (1946) 

18. Cotton textile machinery (ring frames, spindles 

and spinning rings)(1947). 

19. Rubber manufactures (1947). 

20. Sodium and potassium metabisulphites (1947). 

21. Alloy tool and special steel (1947). 

22. Sodium sulphide (1947). 

23. Electric motors (1947). 

24. Dry battery (1947) . 

25. Plywood and teachests (1947). 

26. Cotton and hair belting (1947). 

27. Starch (1947) . 

28. Glucose (1947). 

29. Chloroform, etlier, sulphuric p.b. and 

anaestlietic and fKjtasslura pemanganate (1947). 

30. Fire hose (1947) . 

31. Steel belt lacing (1947). 

32. Ferro-sillcon (1947) . 

33. Oleic acid and stearic acid (1917). 

34. Machine tools (1947). 

35. Wire healds U948) . 

36. Pickers (1918). 


PTB 158 

PTB 157 
PTB 156 
PTB 154 

PTB 153 
PTB 159 

PTB 152 
PTB 155 
PTB 97 
PTB 100 
PTB 88 
PTB 94 
PIB 101 
PTB 90 
PTB 87 
PTB 145 
PTB 146 
PTB 111 

PTB 110 
PTB 105 
PTB 118 
PTB 102 
PTB 112 
PTB 115 
PTB 113 
PTB 121 
PTB 103 
PTB 104 
PTB 109 

PTB 120 
PTB 119 
PTB 116 
PTB 117 
PTB 114 
PTB 123 
PTB 125 



37. Motor vehicle batteries (1948). 

38. Hydraulic brake fluid (1948). 

39. Bobbins (1948). 

40. Slate and slate pencils (1949). 

41. Expanded metals (1949). 

42. Cotton textile machinery (ring frames, spindles, 

spinning rings and plain looms)(1949). 

43. Small tools (1949). 

44. Plastics (1949). 

45. ,Soda ash (1949^ 

46. Glass and glassware (1950). 

47. Sterilised surgical catgut (1950). 

48. Liver extract (1950). 

49. Fountain pen Ink (1950). 

50. Pencils (1950). 

51. Fine chemicals (1950). 

52. Sago (1950). 

53. Belt fasteners (1950). 


(B) REVIEW CASES 
(Continuance of Protection) 

1. Iron and steel manufactures (1947). 

2. Paper and paper pulp (1947). 

3. Cotton textile manufactures (1947). 

4. Sugar (1947) . 

5. Magnesium chloride (1948). 

6. Silver thread and wire (1948). 

7. Bicycles (1949). 

8. Artificial silk (1949). 

9. Sericulture (1949). 

10. Alloy tool and special steel (1949). 

11. Sodium thiosulphate, sodium sulphite and sodium 

bisulphite (under section 4(1) of the Tariff 
Act) (1949) . 

12. Calcium chloride (1949). 

13. Grinding wheels (under section 4(1) of the 

Tariff Act) (1949) . 

14. Hurricane lanterns (under section 4(1) of the 

Tariff Act)(1949). 

15. Sugar (1949). 

16. Preserved fruits (1949). 

17. Coated abrasives (under section 4Cl) of the 

Tariff Act) (1949) • ' * 

18. Antimony (1949). 

19. Phosphates and phosphoric acid (1949). 


PTB 122 
Pl'B 129 
PTB 128 
PTB 13S 
PTB 150 
PTB 167 

PTB 149 
PTB 160 
PTB 1&5 
PTB 174 
PTB 184 
PTB 185 
PTB 183 
PTB 187 
PTB 182 
PTB 186 
PTB 189 


PTB 106 
PTB 108 
PTB 98 
PTB 107 
PTB 124 
PTB 126 
PTB 131 
PTB 132 
PTB 133 
PTB 136 
PTB 140 


PTB 148 
PTB 141 

PTB 144 

PTB 134 
PTB 143 
PTB 147 

PTB 161 
PTB 164 



20. Starch (1919). 

21. Bichromates (1949). 

22. F’erro-sllicon (1949) . 

29. Sewing machines (1949). 

24. Cocoa pow'ier and cfiocolate (1919). 

25. Electric motors (1949). 

26. Steel belt lacing (1949). 

27. Cotton and hair belting (1949). 

28. Calcium chloride (1950). 

29. Sugar (1950). 

30. Potassium permanganate (1950). 

31. Wood screws (1950). 

32. Dry battery (1950). 

33. Oleic acid and stearic acid (ia50). 

34. Plywood and teacliests (1950). 


II. PRICE REPORTS 


1. Cotton yarn and cloth prices (1918). 

2. Paper prices (1948). 

3. Fair ex-works prices of superphosphate (1949). 

4. lair retention prices of steel produced by the 

Tata Iron & Steel Company and the Steel Cor¬ 
poration of Bengal (1949). 

5. Ex-works costs of hot metal (Iron for steel 

making) and fair ex-works prices of pig iron 
(Basic and foundry grade)(1919). 

6. Fair retention prices of steel produced by 

Mysore Iron i Steel Works, Bhadravati (1949). 

7. Fair retention prices of steel produced by the 

Tata Iron & Steel Company and the Steel Cor- 
• poration of Bengal (1951). 


PTB 163 
PTB 168 
PTB 169 
PTB 170 
PTB 172 
PTB 166 
PTB 171 
PTB 173 
PTB 175 
PTB 179 
PTB 176 
PTB 177 
PTB 180 
PTB 178 
PTB 181 


PTB 127 
PTB 130 
PTB 139 
PTB 135 


PTB 137 


PTB 151 
PTB 205 


/!.! the above reports are available with the Manager of Pub'i cations. 
Civil Lines. Delhi, and the Secretary. Indian Tariff Boar 
tor Building, Nicol Road, Ballard Estate, Boirbo]' 1. 
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